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I. Basis of the report 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originallv filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70 1 7)> • 



Description, Pages 

1-15 as published 

Claims, Numbers 

1-14 as published 

Drawings, Sheets 

1/4-4/4 as published 

. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authoritv in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under 
Hule 55.2 and/or 55.3). 

. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. uiowumjih 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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6. Additional observations, if necessary: 

III. Notveetabliahment o» opinion with regard .. novelty, Inventive step and induetrial applioabilitv 

1 ' 23ST5Z tXSS^^^s^J^^s ^ •* < to be - 

□ the entire international application, 
S claims Nos. 13,14 
because: 

° Sol aSJSJf- * «» • "Hich does 

see separate sheet 



□ 



ootid formed ^ ^ are S ° ^equate.y supported by the description that no meaningfu. opinion 



no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos 13 14 

□ the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

□ the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

V ' SSSS^^STS n ° Ve,ty ' lnVe " tiVe Ste " ~ aPP"ca b „ ity; 

1- Statement 

Novelty (N) 



Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: 


Claims 


1-12 


No: 


Claims 




Yes: 


Claims 


1-12 


No: 


Claims 




Yes: 


Claims 


1-12 


No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
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Re Item III 

Non-establlshment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

Dependent claims 13 and 14 do not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT in that the matter for which 
protection is sought is not clearly defined. Moreover the claims attempts to define the subject-matter with 
references to the description and to the drawings without mentioning any technical features, contrary to 
the Rule 6.2 PCT. 

Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . The following document is referred to in this report; the numbering will be adhered to in the rest of 
the procedure: 

D1: US-A-5554277 



2. 



Document Dl, which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the art, discloses (see 
D1 , especially, column 3, line 29 to column 5, line 37 and fig. 2-4) also a leaf trap device which 
compnses the features of the preamble (line 1 to 16) of the independent claim 1. 
The difference from the leaf trap device described in D1 consists in that: 

the strained water from the debris basket (12) continues freely to travel on through the perforations 
(1 3) into the outer body chamber (20) drawn by the suction forces of the pump filter system (3) The 
pool water then flows out of the outlet opening (9) into the hose (4) and on to the pool suction pump 
and filter system (3) - see D1 , especially column 4, line 7 to line 61 and fig.2,3. 

Consequently, the subject matter of claim 1 is new (Art.33(2) PCT). 

The problem to be solved by the present application is to find a way to 

ameliorate the suction pressure of the water recirculation system 

The solutions as proposed by the claim 1 (line 17 to 24) provides the use of a discharge valve 
wh,ch is located in the leaf discharge opening and is opened or closed by a control means which is 
connected to the pump of the water recirculation system. 

tho opening an closing of this discharge valve at regular time intervals regulates the flow of the 
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water through the discharge opening and allows the debris to be discharged from the tank 
compartment. Thus the clogging of the water recirculation system because of the debris is avoided 
and therefore its suction pressure is improved. 

i 

Consequently, the subject matter of claim 1 is inventive (Art.33(3) PCT). 

4. Claims 2-12 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of the PCT with 
respect to novelty and inventive step. 

Remarks: 

a) To meet the requirements of Rule 6.3(b) PCT, the independent claim 1 should have been properly 
cast in the two part form, with those features which in combination are part of the prior art being 
placed in the preamble (see document D1). 

b) To meet the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) PCT, document D1 should have been identified in the 
description and the relevant background art disclosed therein should have been briefly discussed. 

c) Reference signs in parentheses should have been be inserted in the claims to increase their 
intelligibility; this applies to both the preamble and characterising portion (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

d) The description should have been brought into conformity with the claims (Rule 5.1 (a)(iii) PCT). 
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